Re C. A. 226-65 Hf 7/15/75 

There was an odd notice on the call on this case as posted on the bulletins 
boarct outside* ^udge Pratt’s court today* 

Iu read "Motion to Dismiss and Protective „ Order." 

Note than the Government ’s Motion to Dismiss was before his.There were also 
ours „o compel. One to compel a sworn statement funs one with first-oerson know- 
ledge vnat tore were and are no results. Results are what I sued dor nothing else. 

I have no idea what kinf of protective order. Nothing like it came uo. Jim 

Iesar asked Ass t U.S.Atry Michael Ryan and he aaid he had no ide« and hadn’t 
asked for one. 

^ X .J an t ^ ink of is W alle 'S a tion3 of federal lying. On his own the judge 

w If S * i e ?? c J eQ ^ to 3 o x iia d new proof f of new lying. This judge must 
& nxs -<icks out ox being lied to because there isn t even a pro forma denial 
these proven charges. Anyway, Jim’s response was to say there had been we had 
proven it, and here is the newest case (not denied but ignored). 

(Sle lying here with it under oath and material I mean perjury.) 

The Judge then undertook a quiet sermon on people getting hurt by making changes 
li-<e_ Jiese outsiae oi court (where there is no immunity). Sim’s response, without 
taliong to or looming at me was that we were prepared to feake them the minute we 
left the courtroom* 

This ended the self-serving lecture on lying none of which was ever denied 

by anyone 3jx anyway. 

But I do wonder what kin* of "protective order" this judge had in nind. 



